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QG hers present at the neeting are listed on the sign-in
sheets (Attachnent A).

. Agenda (Attachment B)
[The itens are presented in these mnutes in their nost
| ogi cal, not necessarily their nost chronol ogi cal, order.]

[11. Introduction

A Chair's Introduction
In her remarks Dr. Daisey previewed the agenda, noting
that the Admnistrator would not be able to be nmeet with the
Board due to a crowded schedul e dom nated by budget issues. The
menbers expressed di sappoi ntnent but w shed her well in her
endeavors on behal f of the Agency.
B. Update fromthe SAB Staff D rector
Dr. Barnes covered a variety of topics:
1. Rules to Serve By



Dr. Inyang recommended an article that gave sone
hel pful hints about serving on coomttees (Attachnment C).
2. Representative George Brown bill
Dr. Daisey had rai sed sone concerns about a
provi sion of the 1998 ommi bus appropriations bill that directed
rel ease of raw data by scientists in response to Freedom of
Information act (FOA) requests. Rep. Brown has drafted a bill
that would elimnate this provision, one that has caused
considerable stir in the scientific community.
3. SAB Annual Report
The SAB Annual report contains a wealth of
information about the Board and its work. Dr. Barnes highlighted
Appendi x G in which the responsiveness of the Board is charted
for each of the SAB reports issued in FY98. This topic will be
di scussed in greater detail later in this neeting (See M1.B.
bel ow) .
4. Departure of Anne Barton
Wth regret, Dr. Barnes noted that this would be the
| ast SAB EC neeting attended by Anne Barton. M. Barton has
served the Board well for nearly two years, taking on a nunber of
cross-cutting assignnents, including the Strategi c Pl anning
Retreat and the Secondary Data Use Subcommttee. Her experience,
expertise, counsel, and infectious good hunor will be m ssed.
5. CGalifornia Environnmental D al ogue
Dr. Barnes referred to a Novenber 20, 1998 letter
fromthe California Environnental Dialogue that referred to using
SAB nodel as sonething that could be useful to the State of
California (Attachment D).
6. Travel funds
A graph of travel funds for OSAB (Attachnent E)
depicts a fast-di sappearing resource. Wile simlar situations
have arisen in past years, the Agency and CSAB wi |l be wi thout
the tal ented nmagi c-worker, Ms. D ane Bazzle, who is on an
ext ended | eave recuperating froman operation. Dr. Barnes urged
SAB Menbers to consider the state of funds when planning future
meetings and to consi der having tel ephone conference calls when
feasi bl e and effective.
7. Policy statenents
Dr. Barnes |led the Executive Commttee through three
policy statenents (Attachments F-H) that are neant to address the
fol | ow ng:
a) Determning what roster and signatures shoul d appear on
Comm ttee reports.
b) Articulating the procedures for nounting on the Wrl dw de
Ve¢b the revi ew and background nmaterials associated with
an SAB Committee neeting.
The di scussi on expanded to address Agency responses to
SAB reports



I NSTRUCTION 1 : The Executive Commttee instructed SAB
Staff to post Agency responses to
SAB reports wherever and whenever
they are avail abl e.
c) Declaring expectations between SAB M Cs, SAB Staff, and
Agency Staff regardi ng nmutual interaction.

ACTION 1: The EC reviewed and endorsed OSAB policy
papers on
a. Rosters and signatures on SAB reports
b. Mounting background and review nmaterial s
on the Wrl dw de Véb.
c. Mutual expectations between SAB M Cs, SAB
Staff, and Agency Staff regardi ng nutual
i nteraction.
8. Dr. Barnes referred to remarks by Representative
Ceorge Brown regarding HR 88 (Attachnent 1), a bill that woul d
repeal a provision of the omibus appropriations bill for FY99
that has the effect of opening all data produced under certain
federal grants to rel ease via the Freedomof Infornmation Act.
This issue had caught the attention of the Chair, and she wanted
the ECto be aware of it. Dr. Daisey also reported on a
conversation that she had had with Dr. Norine Noonan, AA/ CRD, who
is working the issue with the Ofice of Managenment and Budget.
Dr. Dai sey was encouraged by the conversation, but renains
concerned about the broader issue.

| V. In the Admnistrator's absence the EC covered a nunber of
t opi cs

A Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP)
In the absence of Dr. Gene McConnell, SAP Chair, M.

Larry Dorsey, SAP DFQ presented the

a. Cal endar of upcom ng SAP neetings (Attachnent J)

b. Agenda for the next SAP neeting on February 23.

(Attachnent K)

Dr. David Baker, nenber of the IHEC, will participate in the
Feb. 23 neeting. Dr. Daisey urged that Dr. Anderson be consult ed
regarding his availability to participate in the aggregate
exposure discussion. Dr. Mrgan urged that the SAP consi der
carefully what factors will nake the biggest difference in the
aggregat e exposure question and to focus on those factors.

The mnutes/report of the Decenber SAP neeting were
avai |l able to the EC (Attachnent L). Dr. Barnes noted the
timeliness of SAP reports and urged nmenbers to consider what, if
any, lessons |earned mght be effectively adopted by the SAB. He
distributed an SAB Staff summary of such | essons-to-be-| earned
(Attachnent M. M. Dorsey observed that while the SAP strives
for consensus, it does not strain for consensus if it wll not
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conme. Further, any post-neeting insights, changes in points of
view, etc. are, by SAP policy, not included in the SAP report.
Some SAB Menbers noted that often the issues addressed by the SAB
are such that there is great value in the naturing of thinking

and subsequent discussion that takes place after a neeting. 1In
many cases straining for consensus is worth the effort since the
resulting report is often nore direct and | ess anbi guous. |In any

event, SAB reports should highlight the big areas where there is
consensus and indicate the nore detail ed i ssues where there nay
be a range of opinions.

Dr. Ron Kendell of Texas Tech University is the new Chair of
the SAP and will be invited to future EC neetings. The Chair
noted the val uabl e and capabl e service that Dr. Eugene MConnel |
had supplied to the ECin recent years as SAP Chair. H s talent,
i nput, and even his cowboy hunor will be m ssed.

B. Board of Scientific Counselors (BGOSO
Dr. Costel Denson, BOSC Chair, summarized the history of
the organi zation. In recent nonths BCSC activity has been sl owed
by | eadershi p changes in CRD and an accident that took himout of
circulation for a period of time. Activity is picking back up.
1. He has met with AACRD, Dr. Norine Noonan, who
charged BOSC with | ooking closely at the
managenent of the PMresearch efforts within CRD,
given the National Research Council guidance on
what research should be done.
2. New nenbers are being nomnated to BOSC, with an
enphasi s on increasing the diversity.
3. BOSCis neeting in early February.
He cl osed by enphasi zing the value of his interaction with the
SAB via the EC neeting and Dr. Daisey's and Dr. Barnes's
participation in BOSC neeti ngs.

C. Preparation for Dr. Daisey's nmeeting with Peter Robertson
Dr. Daisey prepared to |l eave the EC neeting to nmeet with
the Deputy Admnistrator, Peter Robertson. |n addition to the
five itens she planned to raised with him (Attachment N), Menbers
suggest ed addi tional topics:
1. The level of Agency effort on ecol ogical issues and
how t he SAB can hel p.
2. The absence of global climate i ssues comng to the
SAB.
3. The Agency's efforts to address natural hazards.
4. The Agency's efforts to apply the ecol ogical risk
framewor k to biol ogical stressors.

V. Reports fromCommttees



[Dr. Daisey and Dr. Barnes left to nmeet with M. Robertson.
The EC nmeeting continued with Dr. Lipprmann as Acting Chair and
M. Flaak as Acting DFQ ]

M. Flaak referred to the Committee Activity Summaries
docurment (Attachment O and invited Menber feedback on its form
and function.

A Council on Qean Air Act Conpliance Analysis (Council)

In the absence of Dr. Maureen O opper (Council Chair),
Dr. Jack Kooyoomian (Council DFO updated the EC on the recent
activities of the group. Dr. Lippnmann commented on the fact that
t he Agency and the Congress have not yet provided satisfactory
responses to Council reports.

B. dean Air Act Scientific Advisory Conmmttee (CASAQ
In the absence of Dr. Joe Mauderly (CASAC Chair), M.
Robert Fl aak (CASAC DFO updated the EC on the recent activities
of the Coomttee. Sonme Menbers di scussed the inportance of ozone
research and asked that BOSC and RSAC take note. her Menbers
commented on the need for nore integrated approaches, rather than
a single chemcal focus.

C Dinking Wter Commttee (DA
Dr. Rchard Bull (DA Chair) updated the EC on the recent
activities of the Commttee. He highlighted the inportance of
the ?Conparative R sk Framewor k Met hodol ogy”, noting the addition
of an EEAC econom st to the Panel. He also called attention to
the office's plans for stakehol der involvenent in the Stage 2
drinking water rules (Attachnent P).

D. Ecol ogical Processes and Effects Conmmttee (EPEQ
Dr. Terry Young (EPEC Chair) updated the EC on the recent
activities of the Commttee. She summarized the previous day's
nmeeting with representatives of the Ofice of the Chief Fi nancial
Gficer, in which the Commttee explained their relative risk
met hodol ogy that they devel oped for the Integrated R sk Project
(IRP).

E. Environnmental Econom cs Advisory GCommttee (EEAQ
In the absence of Dr. Robert Stavins (EEAC Chair), M.
TomMIler (DAC DFO updated the EC on the recent activities of
the Coomttee. He highlighted the potential inpact of the
Stevens report that calls for cost/benefit anal yses of government
prograns at a governnentw de | evel, an Agency |level, and a major
program | evel .

F. Environnental Enqgi neering Commttee (EEQ




Dr. Hlary Inyang (EEC Chair) updated the EC on the
recent activities of the Coomttee and introduced consi deration
of the Commentary on Measures of Environnmental Technol ogy
Per f or mance.

The Lead D scussant, Dr. Mrgan, provided hardcopy of his
comrents to the EEC Chair and the DFO He urged the Commttee to
be enphatic and clear in nmaking its points.

The Associ ate D scussant, Dr. Smth, concurred and coment ed
that cases studi es woul d be hel pful.

Dr. Brown raised a question about the proper way to
acknow edge the major contributions of a particular Panel nenber.
The EC agreed that this acknow edgnent is nost appropriately done
via a statenment in the body of the Coomentary, rather than as a
separate signature. Dr. Seeker argued for nore specificity and
the use of exanples. Dr. Young noted that a connection to the
international scene that is lacking in the current draft.

ACTION 2 : The Executive Commttee recommended that the
Comment ary on Measures of Environment al
Technol ogy Perfornance be re-worked for
consi deration by the Executive Commttee in a
| ater conference call.

G Environnental Health Conmttee (EHC

Dr. Mark Uell (EHC Chair) updated the EC on the recent
activities of the Commttee. |In addition, he updated the EC on
the activities of the EC Subcomm ttee on Cancer R sk Assessnent
Quidelines Review (SAB Staff had generated a summary of
experience, as well (Attachnent Q.) In particular, he commented
on the discussion regarding qualitative descriptors for
carci nogens; e.g, "Likely" and "Suggestive". Dr. Mrgan urged
that the Subcomm ttee consider attaching sone rough quantitative
nmeasure to these terns so that they achieve a common | evel of
neani ng, rather than being conpletely subjective. A separate
nmeeting is being planned to consider how children's issues are
reflected in the Ca RA Gs.

In a related matter, Dr. Daisey indicated that she was
inviting the Chair of the Children's Health Protection Advisory
Commttee (Dr. Routt Reigart of Medical University of South
Carolina's Children's Hospital) to neet with the SAB Executive
Commttee, in a capacity simlar to that of the Chairs of SAP and
BOSC.

H Integrated Hunman Exposure Commttee (I HEQ)
In the absence of Dr. Henry Anderson(lHEC Chair), Lt.
Qmdr. Rosyln Edson (I HEC DFO, updated the EC on the recent
activities of the Commttee.

|. Radiation Advisory Commttee (RAQ
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Dr. Steve Brown (RAC Chair) updated the EC on the recent
activities of the Commttee. He introduced the consideration of
the Coomttee's "Advisory on Mdeling of Radionuclide Rel eases
fromD sposal of Lowactivity Mxed Radi oactive Waste" by noti ng
that the RAC had net its deadline to generate a publicly
accessi bl e draft of the Advisory by January 1. He commented on
the | ack of consensus anong the RAC nmenbers as to the tinme frane
over which the issue shoul d be considered, which was set at 1000
years by the Agency.

The Lead D scussant, Dr. Anderson, endorsed the Advisory,
commenting that it would be inproved if the degree of the |ack of
consensus were nore clearly indicated.

The Associ ate D scussant, Dr. Qummns, al so endorsed the
Advi sory, supplying a nunber of editorial and technical commrents.

G her Menbers supplied editorial conments.

ACTION 3: The Executive Commttee approved the RAC Advi sory
on Model i ng of Radi onuclide Rel eases from
D sposal of Lowactivity M xed Radi oactive
Waste, with nodest editorial comments and no
need for further vetting.

Dr. Young observed that all SAB reports woul d be well -served
by an early statenment of the probl emunder discussion. Too
often, SAB reports highlight process information (which is
needed) early in the report, while subnerging inportant
background information until later in the docunent. The Menbers
voi ced agreenent.

| NSTRUCTION 2 : The Executive Commttee instructed SAB
Commttees to include early in their
reports succinct background descriptions
of the probl emunder discussion.

J. Research Strategies Advisory Commttee (RSAQ
Dr. W Randal |l Seeker (RSAC Chair) updated the EC on the
recent activities of the Coomttee. |In particular, he noted the
need for a conference call between the March 3-4 RSAC neeting on
t he Agency's science budget and the Congressional hearings on the
matter.

| NSTRUCTION 3 : The Executive Commttee instructed the Staff
to find atime on March 8 for an EC
conference call to consider the RSAC
report on the Agency's science budget.

Dr. Seeker al so commrented on plans to conduct a review of
the STAR grants program Dr. Denson expressed the interest of



BCSC to be involved in such a review, since the BOSC has reached
sone prelimnary findings on the matter.

| NSTRUCTION 4 : The Executive Commttee instructed the Staff
to wrk with Dr. Seeker, Dr. Denson, and
the AAACRD to arrange for an appropriate
review of the STAR grants program which
woul d i nclude consideration of earlier
BCOSC comments on the matter.

Dr. Gummns urged the Agency to consider |essons |earned by the
Nati onal Science Foundation in their operation of the Research
Addressed to National Needs (RANN) program

K. Special Subcommittees

1. Data fromthe Testing of Human Subj ects

Dr. Well updated the EC on the work of the Subcommttee.
He noted that the Decenber neeting covered a nunber issues
related to ethics and, hence, the Subcommttee had a uni que
makeup. He reviewed the background | eading up to the neeting and
sumari zed the findings of the group. 1In short, while hunman
testing is often appropriate, there is a need to be very clear
and careful about how and why it is done. Any research whose
results woul d be used by the Agency shoul d have early Agency
i nvol venent and/ or oversi ght.

2. Integrated R sk Project (IRP) Subcommttee

In the absence of Dr. Matanoski, M. Stephani e Sanzone
sumari zed the state of the project. The shorter overview
docunent is conplete. The |onger exposition docunent is nostly
conplete. She estimated that there would be a draft of both
docunents to the Steering Conmttee in early March, with a public
draft for the peer reviewers in late March. She coul d not
preclude a possi bl e tel econference of the Steering Conmttee
menbers to addressi ng probl ens.

| NSTRUCTION 5 : The Executive Commttee instructed the Staff
to alert the | RP-SC nenbers that they
woul d be receiving a draft report for
reviewin early March for a two-week
t ur nar ound.

Several Menbers noted that once the IRP is near a
concl usion, the SAB shoul d assess the | essons | earned fromthe
unexpected duration of this project. Dr. Barnes noted the great
effort that had been put into the conplicated, controversial
proj ect by SAB Menbers, Consultants, and Staff alike.



3. Modeling Subcommttee
In the absence of Dr. Miurarka (Subcommttee Chair), Dr.
Jack Fowl e (Subcommttee DFO reviewed the history of the effort
and summari zed the projected near-termactivities of the
Subcomm tt ee.

4. New Agency Approaches Steering Commttee
In the absence of Dr. Mdrgan (Subcommttee Chair), Dr.,

Barnes summarized the work of the group and their plans to
conduct, at sone point, a synposiumthat would bring experts
toget her to address how and where science fits into the new
approaches. He also nentioned that CRD is considering a series
of in-house neetings to explore sone of these issues. In his
view, CRD mght well be "plow ng the ground” that woul d prepare
the mnds of key people in the Agency for the seed that woul d be
pl anted through Dr. Mrgan's synposi um

5. Secondary Data Use Subcomm ttee
Dr. Li ppmann updated the EC on the work of the
Subcomm ttee and i ntroduced the Subcommttee's report for
di scussion by the EC

The Lead D scussant, Dr. Seeker, had no serious reservations
about the report, although he felt that prioritizing the
recomrendat i ons woul d be useful .

The Associ ate D scussant, Dr. Young, presented her comments
inwiting to the DFO She had no najor concerns, although she
al so recommended prioritizing the recommendati ons.

G her Menbers nmade simlar comrents, with a consensus
enmerging that the "letter report” should be re-formatted into a
full report.

ACTION 4 : The Executive Commttee approved the report of the
Secondary Data Use Subcommttee, subject to
restructuring and mnor editing. There is no
need for further review

Dr. Qummns noted that there sone operational sanpling and
data anal ysis systens that |link data cited in a report to
specific sanples stored in achi eves.

VI. Interactions with Agency Oficials

A Adm nistrator Carol Browner
[ Ms. Browner was unable to attend.]

B. David Gardiner, AANCP
M. Gardiner reviewd experience of the Agency with the
SAB econom cs commttees; i.e., the Council and the EEAC. He
noted several drivers for expanded econom c anal ysi s, including
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the climate change controversy, the Section 812 study, and the
Steven report that calls for cost/benefit anal yses for a variety
of government actions. Hs intent is to continue the work begun
by the intra-Agency survey of econom sts on research needs and to
expand the "Section 812 thinking" to other prograns, such as
water. He thanked the EEAC for their comments on PACE and their
revi ew of the gui dance on economc analysis, the first update of
that guidance in a decade. Another area of study wll be the
role of environnental regulation as a stinmulant in technol ogi cal
innovation and the ripple effect of economc benefits in a
variety of areas stemmng fromregulatory action in one area.
(This is a thene also highlighted in the Board' s pending | RP
report.) He also noted the growing interest of other agencies in
t he econom c advi ce whi ch portends an expandi ng agenda for the
EEAC.

Board nmenbers urged the Agency to undertake research that
would result in a broader array of economc anal ytic tools,
beyond those currently avail able; e.g., contingent valuation.
They encour aged consi deration of approaches beyond the
traditional paradigns and referred to the pending IRP report for
suggesti ons about val uation.

They al so asked about global clinmate issues, which have not
come to the SAB for nore than a decade. |In response, M.

Gardi ner pointed out that the Agency is actually a snmall player
in the global climate issue, having the | ead on sonme subregi ons,
with other agencies playing a nore leading role; e.g., Departnent
of State. The Agency will be sensitive to the availability and
interest of the SAB in providing advice in this area.

The Board al so suggested research into the economcs of
research itself; that is, valuation of infornmation. The Section
812 study mght provide a good case exanple. Dr. Lippnmann al so
referred to a United Kingdom study that appeared to be patterned
on the Section 812 study as anot her possible candidate. The case
of South Florida and the Evergl ades Restoration was cited as yet
anot her possibility.

| NSTRUCTION 6 : The Executive Commttee instructed the SAB
Staff to get together w th Agency
econom sts to expl ore nechani sns by
whi ch the Board could assist in a study
of the value of information.

M. Gardiner closed by summari zing the Futures Forumthat he
had just attended in Gernmany, along with representatives of the
G 8 countries. This Forum stinulated in part by the SAB's 1995
report on "Beyond the Horizon", focused on transportation issues,
especially alternative fuels and vehi cl es.

C. M. Bob Perciasepe, AA QAR
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M. Perciasepe revi ewed the numerous SAB activities that
inpact on his office. He cited current and energi ng areas of
interest, including diesel exhaust, residual risk, Wban Ar
Toxics Strategy, radon, the President's initiative on asthna,

i npl enentation of the PMand B regul ati ons, and opti m zi ng fuel
and engi ne desi gn.

| ndi vi dual Board nenbers posed queries about fuel oxidants,
global climate, nonitoring expansion, cumul ative risk, and other
I ssues.

M. Perci asepe asked the Board to consider whether "there is
sone nmajor problemthat the Agency mght be mssing" as it
addresses environmental issues in air and radiation.

D. M. Ceorge Anes and M. Tim MProuty
M. Amres provided background informati on on the work of

t he Environnmental Finance Centers and their cooperation with the
Envi ronnent al Fi nanci al Advisory Board in providing technical
advice to local coomunities. Through a series of handouts
(Attachnent R V), they explained how the "charrette process" had
successfully and efficiently created effective change in several
comunities. Mre information is available on the follow ng
VWebsite: wwwv epa. gov/ efi npage. There nmay be |l essons in their
experience that would be hel pful for the SAB as it consi dered how
it wll relate to an Agency that is doing business in new ways.

F. Ms. Cynthia Dougherty and Dr. Tudor Davies
Ms. Dougherty (D rector of the Ofice of G ound Water and
Drinking Water ) and Dr. Davies (Director of the Ofice of
Sci ence and Technol ogy) from OWNstood in for M. Chuck Fox,
AN ON who sent his regrets.

Ms. Dougherty used a series of handouts (Attachnment WZ) to
descri be the chal |l enging and conpl ex set of requirenents and
deadlines that the Ofice has to neet over the next decade. She
hi ghl i ght ed how and where the SAB s advi ce woul d be sought. The
National Drinking Water Advisory Commttee (with an SAB presence)
has been revitalized to provide inportant contributions for
consideration by the program The programis exploring the best
way to have external input to issues posed by mcrobials and
di sinfection and disinfection byproducts. Again, the SABis
monitoring this effort to determne how the Board can be of
assi st ance.

Dr. Davies focused on the science issues involved with the
wat er programand the inportance of ORD support for the work of
the office. He encouraged participation of SAB Menbers and/ or
Staff in the upcomng CRDONStrategic Pl anni ng neeting.

| NSTRUCTION 7 : The Executive Commttee instructed SAB Staff
to investigate the possibility of an SAB
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presence in the upcomng ON CRD
Strategi c Research Pl anni ng neeting.

The National Research Council is conducting three inportant
studies on issues of great interest to the office: arsenic,
endocrine disruptors, and copper. In ecologically related

i ssues, the programis devoting considerable resources to the
inpl enentation of the dean Water Action Plan. Severa
consultations with the SAB are contenplated as a part of this
process. Dr. Davies also cited the nearly one dozen topics that
were submtted as possible projects for the SAB i n FY99.
Qearly, SAB advice is solicited on a w de range of issues.

During the comment period, Dr. Qumm ns opined that the
noti on of "keystone species" transcended the concept of
"endanger ed speci es" and that, froman ecol ogi cal point of view,
the Agency (and the nation) would be wise to re-align its efforts
i n species protection.

Dr. Inyang al so noted the nunber of water-rel ated issues
that were being considered by the EEC

G Peter Robertson (Deputy Adm nistrator) and Margaret
Schnei der (Associ ated Deputy Adm nistrator)

M. Robertson and Ms. Schnei der expressed appreciation
for the work of the EC s Secondary Data Use Subcommttee and the
EEC s Quality Subcommttee. They described the energing Ofice
of Environnental |nformation.

Menbers expl ored a nunber of issues with the guests,
i ncluding the foll ow ng:
1. The nechani sns for comuni cati on between the new
office and the existing offices.
2. The range of authority and responsibilities relative
to existing data bases; e.g., TR.
The need for nore focused attention to ecol ogi cal
dat a.

The need for sone help for the public in navigating
t hroughout all of the data bases.

The inportance and role of quality issues.

| deas for creatively presenting data. M. Robertson
referred to an innovative system (EnviroVis) that
IS operating in Region 3.

7. The cutting edge data anal ytical software techni ques
that are bei ng devel oped and retained in the
private sector; e.g, pharnmaceutical conpanies.

8. Assessing and neeting data user needs.

9. Qarifying the Agency's mssion on sone data bases;
e.g., ERAMG as a tool to detect hot spots or to
present trend data or both.

o0 ~ W

12



M. Robertson closed by citing the inportance of SAB
activities in current areas, such as the cancer risk assessnent
Quidelines, and in energing areas, such as cunul ative risk and
econom cs.

V. Boar d Concer ns

A Consideration of the Need for a Standing Coomttee on
Dat a
Dr. Lippmann reported on a discussion at a recent

nmeeting of the Secondary Data Use Subcommttee that led to the
observation that the Agency's new office of infornation would
benefit froma continuing relationship with and access to a
standi ng (permanent) commttee of the SAB, rather than sinply to
the ad hoc subcommttee of the EC that is addressing secondary
uses of data and the subcommttee of the EEC that is addressing
quality issues. The commttee could draw upon the expertise in
current coonmttees, nmuch in the way that RSAC does now. A nore
descriptive nane; e. ¢g., Conmttee on Environmental Informnation
woul d be appropriate. The Staff had prepared a list of possible
roles for such a commttee (Attachnment AA).

Sonme Menbers rai sed concerns about pulling expertise from
current Coomittees and/or stretching their limted tinme over an
even |arger range of issues. Qhers pointed to the overarching
importance of this neweffort; cf., "The limting nutrient to the
i ncreasi ng use of nodels is good data.” Dr. Barnes noted that
the Board has the authority to organize itself as it sees fit and
that the Agency's creation of the new office mght be a good
juncture for the Board to consider its own structure, possibly
realigning its Commttee structure to provide inproved support
for the evol ving Agency.

I NSTRUCTION 8 : The Chair determned that the EC Subcommttee
on Secondary Data Use would continue its
current operation. However, the
Executive Conmmttee will work with the
Agency to consider the best alignnent
for SAB support as the new office on
i nformation takes shape.

B. SAB, GPRA, and Ti ne-to-Conpl etion perfornmance
Dr. Jack Fow e, Deputy Staff Director, summarized the
SAB s obligations under the Governnent Performance and Results
Act (GPRA) (Attachment BB). M. Anne Barton, Senior Advisor in
C5AB, provided an analysis of SAB performance in the past, with a
special focus on tineliness (Attachnent CO).
The Menbers enphasi zed t he i nportance of
1. Doing the job right, if the Board is going to nmake
the difference it wants.
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Recogni zing that some projects are going to take
| onger than others, based on the conplexity of the
issue and the diversity in views.

CGetting a focused, doable charge.

Reaching early agreenent with the Agency on a
reasonabl e, rational e deadline for delivery of the
SAB product .

Articulating, at the end of the public neeting, the
maj or points that will be included in the report.

| NSTRUCTION 9 : The Executive Commttee instructed the

Commttees and SAB Staff to negotiate
carefully with the Agency in
establ i shing nutual | y agreed upon
expectations on tineliness of the SAB
pr oduct .

C. Formatting of SAB products
Sone EC Menbers had rai sed a question about the
conplexity of some SAB "letter reports". (Cbservations by various
Menbers i ncluded the foll ow ng:

1
2.
3.

SAB products should be geared to the needs of
cust orrer .

Shorter is better. "If | had nore tinme, | would
have nade it shorter."

The intent is not to obscure the substance.

A short cover letter can highlight the bottomine
messages, which shoul d have been articul ated at
the end of the public neeting.

Long and conpl ex charges lead to | ong and conpl ex
char ges.

The full Report format can | ead to redundanci es;
e.g., cover letter, abstract, Exec Summary, and
conclusions. Perhaps not all of these are
necessary, particularly for short Reports.

ACTION 5: The Chair appointed a workgroup of Dr.

Li pprann, Dr. Morgan, and Dr. Barnes to
propose a format for short SAB reports

that provides clear, targeted advice in
a succinct, effective manner. The

wor kgroup shoul d report back at the EC

in April.

D. E ectronic Deposit
M. TimDoss of the Agency's Financial O fice joined the
nmeeting by tel ephone. He provided an update on the Agency's
D rect Deposit systemand the Enpl oyee Express system for
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conveni ently nmaki ng appropri ate changes in the enpl oyee data
base.

Menbers had a series of questions that included the
fol | ow ng:
1. Can | receive an enail notification of ny E-Deposit?
2. Can | get an accounting of what is included in each
paynent that | receive, for either travel or
sal ary?

WIIl | continue to receive Leave and Ear ni ngs
statenents?

Can | have ny pay go directly to ny enpl oyer?

Can | get a waiver from E-Deposit?

Can the Agency pay for part of a multi-stop ticket,
t hereby saving noney for the Agency?

s W

| NSTRUCTION 10 : The EC instructed the SAB Staff to get
answers to a series of travel, pay, and
rei nbur sement questions and to provide
themin a tinmely nanner to all Menbers.

VI 1. Adjournment

The neeting was adjourned at 12:15 PM

Respectfully Submtted, Concurr ed,

Donald G Barnes, PhD Cenevi eve Mat anoski, MD, MPH
Desi gnated Federal Oficial Chair, Executive Conmmttee
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ACTION 1:

ACTION 2 :

ACTION 3:

ACTION 4 :

ACTION 5:

ACTI ONS AND | NSTRUCTI ONS
FROM THE SAB EXECUTI VE COW TTEE MEETI NG
January 27-28, 1999

The Executive Commttee reviewed and endorsed COSAB
pol i cy papers on

a. Rosters and signatures on SAB reports

b. Mounting background and review nmaterial s
on the Wrl dw de Véb.

c. Mutual expectations between SAB M Cs, SAB
Staff, and Agency Staff regardi ng nutual
i nteraction.

The Executive Commttee recommrended that the Commentary
on Measures of Environnental Technol ogy
Per f ormance be re-worked for consideration by the
ECin a later conference call

The Executive Commttee approved the RAC Advi sory on
Model i ng of Radi onuclide Rel eases from D sposal of
Lowactivity M xed Radi oactive Waste, w th nodest
editorial comments and no need for further
vetting.

The Executive Commttee approved the report of the
Secondary Data Use Subcommttee, subject to
restructuring and mnor editing. There is no need
for further review

The Chair appoi nted a workgroup of Dr. Lippnmann, Dr.
Morgan, and Dr. Barnes to propose a format for
short SAB reports that provides clear, targeted
advice in a succinct, effective manner. The
wor kgroup shoul d report back at the ECin April.
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| NSTRUCTI ON 1 :

| NSTRUCTI ON 2 :

| NSTRUCTI ON 3

| NSTRUCTI ON 4 :

| NSTRUCTI ON 5 :

| NSTRUCTI ON 6 :

| NSTRUCTI ON 7 :

| NSTRUCTI ON 8 :

| NSTRUCTI ONS

The Executive Commttee instructed SAB Staff to

post Agency responses to SAB reports wherever
and whenever they are avail abl e.

The Executive Commttee instructed SAB Corm ttees

toinclude early in their reports succinct
background descriptions of the probl em under
di scussi on.

The Executive Commttee instructed the Staff to

The

The

The

The

The

find a tine on March 8 for an EC conf erence
call to consider the RSAC report on the
Agency's sci ence budget.

Executive Commttee instructed the Staff to

work with Dr. Seeker, Dr. Denson, and the
AN CRD to arrange for an appropriate review
of the STAR grants program which woul d

i ncl ude consi deration of earlier BOSC
coments on the matter.

Executive Commttee instructed the Staff to

alert the IRP-SC nenbers that they woul d
likely be receiving a draft report for review
in early March for a two-week turnaround.

Executive Commttee instructed the SAB St aff

to get together with Agency economsts to
expl ore mechani sns by which the Board coul d
assist in a study of the val ue of

i nformati on.

Executive Commttee instructed SAB Staff to

investigate the possibility of an SAB
presence in the upcomng ONCRD Strategic
Resear ch Pl anni ng neeti ng.

Chair determned that the EC Subconmttee on

Secondary Data Use woul d continue its current
operation. However, the Executive Commttee
wll work with the Agency to consider the
best alignment for SAB support as the new
office on informati on takes shape.
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| NSTRUCTI ON 9 :

The Executive Commttee instructed the Commttees
and SAB Staff to negotiate carefully with the
Agency in establishing nutual ly agreed upon
expectations on tineliness of the SAB
pr oduct .

| NSTRUCTI ON 10 :

The Executive Commttee instructed the SAB Staff
to get answers to a series of pay and

rei nbur sement questions and to provide them
inatinely manner to all Menbers.
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ATTACHVENTS TO THE M NUTES O THE MEETI NG O THE
EXECUTI VE COW TTEE GF THE SO ENCE ADVI SCRY BQARD

At t achnent
At t achnent
At t achnent
At t achnent

At t achnent
At t achnent

At t achnent
At t achnent
At t achnent
At t achnent
At t achnent

At t achnent

At t achment
At t achment
At t achment
At t achment
At t achment
At t achment
At t achment
At t achment

At t achnent

At t achnent

At t achnent

U --

vV o--

W - -

January 27-28, 1999

Sign-in sheets
Agenda

"Rules to Serve By" by Neil J. Snel ser

Nov. 20, 1998 letter to Dr. Barnes fromLynn
Dwer of California Environmental D al ogue
Travel Forecast for FY99/00

Policy on Rosters and Signatures in Reports
(1/ 22/ 99)

Pol i cy on Posting Review or Background Materi al
on the Wrld Wde Wb (1/22/99)

Expect ati ons on M/ Cs-Agency Interactions
(1/ 22/ 99)

Remar ks of Representative George Brown on HR 88
in Congressional Record, Vol 145, No. 2,
January 7, 1999.

Cal endar of upcom ng SAP neeti ngs

Agenda for the SAP neeting on February 23, 1999
[ See Larry for a copy]

Transmttal nmeno and cover page for Dec. 8-9,
1999 FI FRA SAP neeti ng
[ See Larry for a copy]

"Summary of DFO Discussion re: SAP Report
Preparation”, January 12, 1999

"Itens that Joan Dai sey May Mention", January 26,
1999

SAB Commttee Activity Summaries, Novenber, 1998-

January, 1999.

"Ofice of Water Stakehol der Process for Stage 2
Drinking Vter Rul es"

"Good Experiences and Possi bl e SAB Topics (for
interest and review energing fromCa Qs
Meeti ng, January 23, 1999.

"The Environmental Finance Center Network"

Envi ronnment al Fi nanci al Advi sory Board,
Menber shi p, January, 1999

Envi ronnmental Financi al Advi sory Board, Expert
Wt nesses, January, 1999

"Charrettes as a Useful Tool in Public Policy",

Coastal and Environnmental Policy,
Environnental Finance Center, University of
Mar yl and.

"Qutline Protocol and Format for Charrette
Process”

"SDWA Deadl i nes", updated January 11, 1999
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Attachment X -- "SDWA 96 - Standard Setting Mandat es”

Attachment Y -- "SDWA 96 - DWStandards Priority Activities"

Attachment Z -- "DWPolicy/ Research Chal | enges”

Attachment AA -- "Sone Possible Roles for a Standing Information
Com ttee"

-- "SAB s GPRA Commi t ment s"

-- "Time to Conpl etion - (oservations and | ssues”

Attachnent BB
Attachnent CC
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